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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the application filed October 16, 2001. 

2. The priority date considered for this application is October 16, 2001. 

3. Qaims 1-17 have been examined. 

Drawings 

4. This application has been filed with informal drawings, which are acceptable 
for examination purposes only. Formal drawings will be required when the 
application is allowed. 

Specification 

5. The specification is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. ITie use ot hyperlinks (e.g., www.techweb.coni/ encyclopedia, pages 1 
and 3) has been noted in this application. "AutoCorrect" option for hypedinks in the 
word processor should be disabled when hyperlinks are entered in the specification. 

b. The use of trademarks, such as JAVA, VISUAL BASIC has been noted 
in this application. Trademarks should be capitalized wherever they appear and be 
accompanied by the generic terminology. See next section for suggested guidelines 
for Applicant to follow in amending the specification to expedite correction on this 
matter. 

Claim Objections 

6. Qaims 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13 and 17 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 
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a. the dependency information of claim 8 is missing. For art rejection 
purposes, the examiner interprets claim 8 to depend from claim 7. 

b. the comma following the conjunction "and" shodd be deleted in the 
following claims: 1 (line 6); 4 (line 8), 5 (line 3), 9 (line 19), 10 (line 5), 12 (line 2), 13 
(line 5) and 17 (line 15). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S-C 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making and 
using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact tenns as to enable any person skilled in the an to which it pertains, or 
with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by 
the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

8. Qaims 7, 9 and 16 are rejected under 35 US.G 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/ or 
use the invention. In this instant application, claims 7, 9 and 16 recite Java"^^ and 
VB'^^, which are high level programming languages. It is known in the art that m 
order to write scripts, Javascript'^^ or VB'^^ should be used instead of the fUl-blown 
Java'^^ or VB'^^. Furthermore, Javascript'^^ requires a Web browser m order to be 
displayed (see SAMS Teach Yourself J avascript^^^ in 24 Hours, section Browsers and 
JavascriptTM). ^he teaching of Web browser, Java^^^ VB^m^ Javascript^M and 
VBscript™ and how to use these features are all absent in the disclosure. 
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9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distincdy daiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

10. Qaims 1, 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which appHcant regards as the invention. 

a. Use of trademarks in claims: 

In claims 7, 9 and 16 the use of trademarks, such as JAVA, VISUAL 
BASIC has been noted. Trademarks should be capitaHzed wherever they appear and 
be accompanied by the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent appUcations, the 
proprietary nature of the marks should be respected and eveiy effort made to prevent 
their use in any manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

To expedite correction on this matter, the examiner suggests the 
following guidelines for AppUcant to follow in amending the specification: 

i. Capitalize each letter of a trademark or accompany the trademark 
with an appropriate designation symbol, e.g., ™ or ®, as appropriate. 

ii. Use each trademark as an adjective modifying a descriptive noun. 
For example, it would be appropriate to recite "the JAVA platform" or "the JAVA 
programming language," Note that in these examples, "platform" and "programming 
language" provide accompanying generic terminology, describing the context in which 
the trademark is used By itself, the trademark JAVA specifies only the source of the 
so- labeled products, namely SUN Microsystems, Inc. 
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b. Lack of antecedent basis: 

Qaims 10 (line 5), 13 (line 7), 15 (line 2) and 17 (lines 13-15) recite the 
limitation "the file directory." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation 
in the claim. 

Claim 15 recites the limitation "the folders" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 17 (lines 10 and 18) recites the limitation "the folders" in line 2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Qaim 17 (lines 12-13) recites the limitation "the first number of folders" 
in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

c. Vague and Unclear 

Claims 7. 9 and 16 recite Java'^^ and VB^m Besides the lack of support 
from the specification for the features J ava'^^ and VB't^ discussed in section 8, it is 
not clear how scripts can be written using Java™ or VB™. For art rejection 
purposes, Java™ and VB^^ are interpreted to be Javascript^^ and VBscript™. 

Claim Rejections - 35 US.C. § 102 
11. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 
§102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
coimtry^ or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 
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12. Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,038,541 to Tokuda et al. ^^okuda"). 

Qaims 1 and 10 

Tokuda discloses at least: 

supplyir^aplwdity(ff(^^ (see at least 

Figure 1, items 112, 114, 116, or 118 and related discussion in the specification; note 
that folder is broadly and reasonably interpreted to be first, second, third or manager 
unit which has rules or agent scripts to process a document according to its type); 

selecting a first nm^ (see at least Figure 1, item 104 and related 

discussion in the specification); 

pnxsssinga docMmsrt (see at least Figure 1, items 104, 120, 122, 124 or 126 
and related discussion in the specification; note that sorting means 104 analyzes each 
of the entered electronic documents, extracts a candidate of document type therefrom 
and classifies the electronic document according to the document type); and 

addmgthepra£ss&i(hjirr^ tothesdaiedfddsrs (see at least Figure 1, items 
112, 114, 116, or 118 and related discussion in the specification; note that following 
the processing step by the sorting means, the electronic docLiment is classified 
according to the document type, i.e., added to the selected folder which is 112, 114, 
116, or 118). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of the 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for 
aU obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this tide, if the differences between the subjea matter 
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sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
14. Qaims 2-9 and 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.G 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tokuda, as appHed to base claims 1 and 10, in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,775,729 
to Matsuo et al. ("Matsuo"), and further in view of SAMS, Teach Yourself 
JavascriptTM in 24 Hour ("SAMS"). 

Qaims 2 and 11 

Rejections of base claims 1 and 10 are incorporated. Tokuda does not 
specifically disclose at least om rndtifitrKtioml (MFP) deiioB is stdpplied mth 

jwKtkms ayrrprismgsmmm^ faxing prmtrng andojpyhig, and "iiJoereinpTWESsinga doamEnt 
mdudes mingproossses sdectsdjkmthe mdi4<higsmnnmg filing printm^ ard(Bpyhig 
However, Matsuo discloses a MFP that is configured for managing multi-functional 
peripheral devices (see at least 1:35 - 67, 6:32 - 7:49). It would have been obvious to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
Matsuo's MFP in Tokuda because this would provide Tokuda with control functions 
for scanner, fax, printer and photocopier. 

Qaim 3 

Rejections of base claim 1 and intervening claim 2 are incorporated. Tokuda 
further discloses in vssponse to adding the processed docmmt to a first nwrher cf sdected folders, 
gerieratir^the clocmmt in aj^^ (see at least Figure 1, items 120, 122, 124, 

126 and related discussion in the specification). 
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Qaim4 

Rejections of base claim 1 and intervening claims 2-3 are incorporated. Tokuda 
further discloses: 

at least one amputer wrkstadon mth an operalmg system is suppliedy 
aynmxedto a MFP dew£ {set at least Figure 1, items 112, 114, 116, 118 and related 
discussion in the specification) and the nEthaifitrther awpm 

instdlmg a shell extension to the cmputer (pemting system (see at least 
Figure 5, block comprising items 520, 522, 524 and related discussion in the 
specification); 

inresponse to aoosssingtheshdl extension, ^)wntirig the first mmiber of 
fdders (see at least Figure 5, block comprising items 520, 522, 524 and related 
discussion in the specification); and 

witing a script for each of the first number cffdders (see at least Figure 5, 
block comprising items 520, 522, 524 and related discussion in the specification), 

Qaims 5 and 14 

Rejections of base claims 1, 10 and intervening claims 2-4, 11-13, respectively 
are incorporated. Tokuda further discloses: 

in response to aooessing the shell extension, sdeoingfclders for editing (see at least 
Figure 5, block comprising items 520, 522, 524 and related discussion in the 
specification); and 

editing the scripts in the sdectedfdders (see at least Figure 5, block comprising 
items 520, 522, 524 and related discussion in the specification). 
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Qaims 6 and 15 

Rejections of base claims 1, 10 and intervening claims 2-5, 11-14, respectively 
are incorporated. Tokuda further discloses saungthefdihs (see at least 11:65-67). 

Qaims 7 and 16 

Rejections of base claims 1, 10 and intervening claims 2-6, 11-15, respectively 
are incorporated. Neither Tokuda norMatsuo explicitly discloses Tcfe?^mitz?^^5c?^t 
f(ratch(fthefiMrm7Tber(ffd^ indudes witi^asQ^tmmgapmt(xdsdect^ 
vrdudingJA VA ard VISUAL BASIC (VB). However, SKMS teaches how to write 
Javascript'^^ in 24 Hours. The advantage of the use of Javascript'^^ is that 
Javascript'^^ is an interpreted language which can be changed as easily as changing a 
HTML document as opposed to a full-blown java^^ program that requires, 
recompilation into bytecodes (see SAMS, section Scripts and Programs). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Javascript™ or VBscript'^^ to write scripts in Tokuda and 
Matsuo to take advantage of the flexibility of Javascript'^^ or VBscript'^^ discussed 
above. 

Qaim 8 

Rejections of base claim 1 and inten^ening claims 2-7 are incorporated. Tokuda 
does not specifically disclose sdecting anMFP dedoe at idoido the docurmt is to hepnxESsecL 
However, Matsuo discloses a MFP that is configured for managing multi-functional 
peripheral dcAaces (see at least 1:35 - 67, 6:32 - 7:49). It would have been obvious to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
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Matsuo's MFP in Tokuda because this would provide Tokuda with control functions 
for scanner, fax, printer and photocopier, 

aaim9 

Since claim 9 recites the same features of claims 4 (a-c), 7, 6, 1 (a-d) and 3, the 
rejections of these claims are thus applied to claim 9. 

Claim 12 

Rejections of base claim 10 and intervening claims 11 are incorporated. Qaim 
12 recites the same features of claims Id and 3. Therefore, claim 12 is rejected for the 
same reasons, 

QaimU 

Rejections of base claim 10 and intenrening claims 11-12 are incorporated. 
Qaim 13 recites the same features of claims la and 4 (a-c). Therefore, claim 13 is 
rejected for the same reasons. 

Qaim F 

Qaim 17 recites the same features of claims 13 (a-b), 12, 7, 6, 1(b). Therefore, 
the same rejections are thus applied to claim 17. 

Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant'^s disclosure. 

16. Any inquiry conceming this commimication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hoang- Vu "Antony" Nguyen-Ba whose telephone 
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number is (703) 305-0103. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Friday, 
6:00 to 16:15. After October, 25, 2004, the examiner can be reached at (571) 272- 
3701 and the examiner' supervisor at (571) 272-3695. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached on (703) 305-4552. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application maybe obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIK 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only For more information about the PAIR system, see http:/ / pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBQ at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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